did not give the balance of Rs. 25,0007- as promised. As he was
armed with the promissory note executed by Chandfabhushana
Rao, he filed a suit against him for recovery of Rs. 25,0007-
together with interest. Can Vishnuvardhan recover the amount
from Chandrabhushana Rao?

* Under Section 10 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872, all
agreements are contracts if they are made by the free consent
of parties competent to contract for a lawful consideration
and with a lawful object and are not hereby expressly declared
to be void. So, one of the essentials of a valid contract is for
a lawful consideration. As the consideration under the
promissory note executed by Chandrabhushana Rao is the
balance of dowry, it is opposed to public policy and it is not
a lawful consideration, So, Chandrabhushana Rao cannot
recover the amount under the promissory note. Further, the
agreement entered into between Vishnuvardhan and
Chandrabhushana Rao itself is void, as it is an offence under
Section 494 IPC as hiving a wife living, he entered into a
contract to marry the daughter of Chandrabhushana Rao. So,
in any case, it is an invalid contract and the plaintiff,
Vishnuvardhan cannot recover the amount based on such
promissory note.

169. Kalyan is aged about 17 years. He was studying B. A, He
was living in a hostel. He made friendship with several college
mates who were all well-to-do persons and they were spending
money lavishly. He also joined hands with them and started
spending money for drinks, etc* The money that was being sent
by his parents was not sufficient to meet his lavish expenses. His
maternal grand father had bequeathed one acre of wet land,
situated in his native place, in his favour by executing a registered
will. He went to his native place and brought that registered will
and approached a money lender, Gangaram and requested him to
lend Rs. 5,0007- to him on the mortgage of his one acre of land
bequea thed in his favour, by his maternal grand father, under
the registered will. He also represented to Gangaram that he
was a ged more than 18 years. Gangaram lent the sum of
Rs.5,0007- to Kalyan and Kalyan executed a registered mortgage
bond, in favour of the money lender Gangaram. After six months,
as the amount was not repaid as promised, Gangaram filed a suit
against Kalyan. Kalyan took a stand, among other contentions,
that he was a minor at the time of executing the mortgage deed
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